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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the 
fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since 
this application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1 .1 14, and the fee 
set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office 
action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
04/12/06 has been entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 2-5 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Alexander et al (6,177,931) in view of Ivanyi (6,286,140). 

As to claim 2, note the Alexander etal figures 1-3, discloses monitoring viewer's 
interaction with television, video, audio, etc., and external source of information, to 
create a viewer's profile, and customizes various presentation based on the viewer's 
interaction and further discloses a usage history description scheme for at least one of 
an audio, an image, and video comprising a plurality of frames comprising: 
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the claimed "the usage history description scheme containing information about a 
user..." is met by Viewer's Profile or Preferences (col. 28, lines 11 -col. 29, line 1+), note 
that the viewer's profile "usage history description scheme" contains information about a 
user with respect to at least one of audio, image and video, based upon the viewer's 
interaction "previous usage" of the at least one of the audio, image, and video and the 
profile information includes at least one description type defined by, at least in part, a 
thesaurus (col. 29, lines 14-55), note that the viewer's profile information is data 
collected concerning, and surrounding, viewer's interactions with the television, EPG 
(recording and watching functions), Internet, WWW, and any other sources of 
information and is sent to the Headend of the television distribution for analysis, 
customizing of the television program, by themes (col. 30, line 45-col. 31, line 8 and 
lines 25-61); 

Alexander fails to explicitly teach "usage history description scheme including at 
least one description type defined by, at least in part, thesaurus describing possible 
user actions including at least one of: a user pausing content; a user fast forwarding 
content; a user rewinding content; a user muting content; a user increasing the volume 
of content; a user decreasing the volume of content..."" 

However, note the Ivanyi reference figs. 1-5, discloses system and method for 
measuring and storing information pertaining to TV viewer or user behavior and further 
discloses usage description of user's actions including muting content, 
increasing/decreasing the volume (col. 5, lines 29-58, col. 6, lines 5-22 and line 53-col.7, 
line 63). 
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There it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to incorporate the teaching of Ivanyi into the system of Alexander to 
provide a more accurate usage description scheme of a user. 

As to claims 3-5, Alexander further discloses where the profile describes 
information of the viewer with respect to audio, image and video (col. 12, lines 30-43, 
col. 28, lines 46-52, col. 29, lines 30-55, col. 31, lines 34-46 and col. 34, lines 10-25). 

Claim 41 is met as previously discussed with respect to claim 2. 

4. Claims 6-10 and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Alexander et al (6,177,931) in view of Del Sesto et al. (6,530,082). 

As to claims 6-7, note the Alexander et al figures 1-3, discloses monitoring 
viewer's interaction with television, video, audio, etc., and external source of 
information, to create a viewer's profile, and customizes various presentation based on 
the viewer's interaction and further discloses a description scheme for at least one of an 
audio, an image, and video comprising a plurality of frames comprising: 

the claimed "description scheme containing information about a user..." is met by 
Viewer's Profile or Preferences (col. 28, lines 1 1-col. 29, line 1+), note that the viewer's 
profile "description scheme" contains information about a user with respect to at least 
one of audio, image and video based upon interaction "previous usage" of the at least 
one of the audio, image, and video and the profile information includes at least one type 
characterized by, at least in part, a time associated with the at least audio, image and 
video (col. 29, lines 50-55 and col. 30, line 59-col. 31 , line 8), note that the viewer's 
profile information is data collected concerning, and surrounding, viewer's interaction 
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with the television, EPG (recording and watching functions), Internet, WWW, and any 
other sources of information and is sent to the Headend of the television distribution for 
analysis, customizing of the television program, by themes (col, 31, line 25-col. 32, 
line 6). 

Alexander teaches preferences or profiles based on media time (col. 14, line 48- 
col.15, line 3 and col.28, line 13-col.29, line 1+), but fails to explicitly teach the 
description scheme is expressed in coordinated universal time (UTC). 

However, note the Del Sesto reference teaches monitoring of viewership and 
usage of interactive applications using UTC time or subscriber's local time for Broadcast 
Receiver's (BR) 120 (col. 9, lines 6-40). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the teaching of Del Sesto into the system of Alexander to 
provide a UTC time and synchronize the clocks to using a standard time-base and allow 
the system to operate independent of the relative positions of the receivers and 
transmitters without the need to synchronize receivers and transmitters. 

Claims 8-10 are met as previously discussed with respect to claims 3-5. 

Claim 42 is met as previously discussed with respect to claim 6. 

5. Claims 11-16, 19-23, 34-38, 43-44 and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Alexander et al. (6,177,931) in view of Schnase et 
al (6,078,928). 
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As to claim 1 1 , note the Alexander et al figures 1-3, discloses monitoring 
viewer's interaction with television, video, audio, etc., and external source of 
information, to create a viewer's profile, and customizes various presentation based on 
the viewer's interaction and further discloses system including a usage history 
description scheme for at least one of an audio, an image, iand video comprising a 
plurality of frames comprising: 

the claimed "the usage history description scheme containing information about a 
user..." is met by Viewer's Profile or Preferences (col. 28, lines 1 1-col. 29, line 1+), note 
that the viewer's profile "usage history description scheme" contains information about a 
user with respect to at least one of audio, image and video based upon interaction 
"previous usage" of the at least one of the audio, image, and video; where themes, such 
as, sports, news, movie, sitcom, etc., "content descriptions" (col. 29, lines 14-67) other 
source of information, such as buying a particular appliance, car, etc., (col. 30, 1-37) 
referenced by the profile and the system including referencing functionality permitting 
the profile to customizes "reference selected portions" of sports, news, movies, sitcom, 
etc., such as particular type of sports, news, movies, etc. 

Alexander fails to explicitly teach where the usage history description scheme is 
stored on a mobile storage device selectively insertable into a multimedia system. 

However, note the Schnase reference figures 1 and 6-8, discloses site-specific 
interest profiling system where usage history description scheme is stored on a 
smartcard selectively insertable into a multimedia system. 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the teaching of Schnase into the system of Alexander to 
provide a portable storage device such as a smartcard containing usage data or user's 
profile, and which provides privacy to users and also programming flexibility. 

As to claim 12, Alexander further discloses where the selected portion is to a 
segment of video that the user reviews in slow motion (col. 15, lines 9-21 and col. 22, 
lines 10-18). 

As to claims 13 and 14, Alexander further discloses where the selected portion is 
a hyperlink and a web site (col. 28, line 60-col. 29, line 55). 

As to claim 15, Alexander further discloses where the selected portion is an EPG 
(col. 28, line 60-col. 29, line 55). 

As to claim 16, note the Alexander et al figures 1-3, discloses monitoring 
viewer's interaction with television, video, audio, etc., and external source of 
information, to create a viewer's profile, and customizes various presentation based on 
the viewer's interaction and further discloses system including a usage history 
description scheme for at least one of an audio, an image, and video comprising a 
plurality of frames comprising: 

the claimed "the usage history description scheme containing information about a 
user..." is met by Viewer's Profile or Preferences (col. 28, lines 1 1-col. 29, line 1+), note 
that the viewer's profile "usage history description scheme" contains information about a 
user with respect to at least one of audio, image and video based upon interaction 
"previous usage" of the at least one of the audio, image, and video; where the system 
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captures content for the profiles such as themes: sports, news, movie, sitcom, etc., 
"selectable level of detail" (col. 29, lines 14-67) and other source of information, such as 
buying a particular appliance, car, etc., (col. 30, 1-37). 

Alexander fails to explicitly teach where the usage history description scheme is 
stored on a mobile storage device selectively insertable into a multimedia system. 

However, note the Schnase reference figures 1 and 6-8, discloses site-specific 
interest profiling system where usage history description scheme is stored on a 
smartcard selectively insertable into a multimedia system. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the teaching of Schnase into the system of Alexander to 
provide a portable storage device such as a smartcard containing usage data or user's 
profile, and which provides privacy to users and also programming flexibility. 

As to claims 19 and 20, Alexander further discloses where the selected level 
captures all the user actions and statistical information regarding the user actions (col. 
28, line 11-col. 29, line 1+). 

Claims 21-23 are met as previously discussed with respect to claims 3-5. 

As to claim 34, note the Alexander et al figures 1-3, discloses monitoring 
viewer's interaction with television, video, audio, etc., and external source of 
information, to create a viewer's profile, and customizes various presentation based on 
the viewer's interaction and further discloses method including a usage history 
description scheme for at least one of an audio, an image, and video comprising a 
plurality of frames comprising: 
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the claimed "the usage history description scheme containing information about a 
user..." is met by Viewer's Profile or Preferences (col. 28, lines 1 1 -col . 29, line 1+), note 
that the viewer's profile "usage history description scheme" contains information about a 
user with respect to at least one of audio, image and video based upon interaction 
"previous usage" of the at least one of the audio, image, and video; where the system 
selectively defining the content for the profiles such as themes: sports, news, movie, 
sitcom, etc., "multiple levels of granularity" (col. 29, lines 14-67) and other source of 
information, such as buying a particular appliance, car, etc., (col. 30, 1-37), note that the 
user's profile information can further be directed to a type of sports (baseball, 
basketball, etc.,), movies, news, sitcom, etc. 

Alexander fails to explicitly teach where the usage history description scheme is 
stored on a mobile storage device selectively insertable into a multimedia system. 

However, note the Schnase reference figures 1 and 6-8, discloses site-specific 
interest profiling system where usage history description scheme is stored on a 
smartcard selectively insertable into a multimedia system. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the teaching of Schnase into the system of Alexander to 
provide a portable storage device such as a smartcard containing usage data or user's 
profile, and which provides privacy to users and also programming flexibility. 

Claim 35 is met as previously discussed with respect to claim 29. 

Claim 36 is met as previously discussed with respect to claim 30. 
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As to claims 37 and 38, Alexander further discloses where the content, is used 
by parents to track children's viewing habits and access to objectionable content (col. 
17, lines 13-36) 

As to claims 43-44 and 48, Alexander further discloses where the information is 
processed to determine preferences of the user (col. 28, lines 11 -col. 29, line 1+). 

6. Claims 28-33 and 46-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Alexander et al. (6,177,931) in view of Sahai et al (6,594,699). 

As to claim 28, note the Alexander et al figures 1-3, discloses monitoring 
viewer's interaction with television, video, audio, etc., and external source of 
information, to create a viewer's profile, and customizes various presentation based on 
the viewer's interaction and further discloses system including a usage history 
description scheme for at least one of an audio, an image, and video comprising a 
plurality of frames comprising: 

the claimed "the usage history description scheme containing information about a 
user..." is met by Viewer's Profile or Preferences (col. 28, lines 1 1-col. 29, line 1+), note 
that the viewer's profile "usage history description scheme" contains information about a 
user with respect to at least one of audio, image and video based upon interaction 
"previous usage" of the at least one of the audio, image, and video; where the system 
selectively defining the content for the profiles such as themes: sports, news, movie, 
sitcom, etc., "multiple levels of granularity" (col. 29, lines 14-67) and other source of 
information, such as buying a particular appliance, car, etc., (col. 30, 1-37), note that the 
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user's profile information can further be directed to a type of sports (baseball, 
basketball, etc.,), movies, news, sitcom, etc. 

Alexander, fails to explicitly teach where the system permits a user to selectively 
define the content of the usage description scheme at multiple levels of granularity. 

However, note the Sahai reference figures 1 discloses a client/server system that 
permits a user to selectively define the content of the usage description scheme at 
multiple levels of granularity (col.4, lines 9-40). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the teaching of Sahai into the system of Alexander and 
permit the user selectively control the data being received as desired. 

As to claim 29, Alexander further discloses where the multiple levels of 
granularity are defined for multiple users (col. 17, lines 13-36). 

As to claim 30, Alexander further discloses where the multiple levels of 
granularity are used to generate personalized programming (col. 30, line 45-col. 31 , line 
1 + and col. 32, lines 23-34). 

Claims 31-33 are met as previously discussed with respect to claims 3-5. 

Claims 46-47 are met as previously discussed with respect to claim 28. 

7. Claims 24-27 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Alexander et al (6,177,931) in view of Juels (2002/0026345). 

As to claim 24, note the Alexander et al figures 1-3, discloses monitoring 
viewer's interaction with television, video, audio, etc., and external source of 
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information, to create a viewer's profile, and customizes various presentation based on 
the viewer's interaction and further discloses a usage history description scheme for at 
least one of an audio, an image, and video comprising a plurality of frames comprising: 

the claimed "the usage history description scheme containing information about a 
user..." is met by Viewer's Profile or Preferences (col. 28, lines 11 -col. 29, line 1+), note 
that the viewer's profile "usage history description scheme" contains information about a 
user with respect to at least one of audio, image and video based upon interaction 
"previous usage" of the at least one of the audio, image, and video (col. 29, lines 14-55); 
note that the viewer's profile information is data collected concerning, and surrounding, 
viewer's interactions with the television, EPG (recording and watching functions), 
Internet, WWW, and any other sources of information and is sent to the Headend of the 
television distribution for analysis, customizing of the television program, by themes 
(col. 30, line 45-col. 31, line 8 and lines 25-61). 

Alexander fails to explicitly teach where a user's profile, includes data indication 
whether personal identification information of the user is intended to be revealed to third 
parties. 

However, note Juels reference discloses target delivery of informational content 
with privacy protection, where the user's profile includes data indicating whether 
personal identification information of the user is intended to be revealed to third parities 
(page 3, [0035], page 4, [0048-0050], page 7, [0071] and [0075]). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary at the time of the 
invention to incorporate the teaching of Juels into the system Alexander to permit the 
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user choose portion of his profile may be conceal and provide privacy protections to the 
users profile information. 

Claims 25-27 are met as previously discussed with respect to claims 3-5. 

As to claim 45, Alexander further discloses where the information is processed to 
determine preferences of the user (col. 28, lines 1 1-col. 29, line 1 +). 

8. Claims 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Alexander et al (6,177,931) in view of Schnase et al (6,078,928) as 
applied to claim 16 above, and further in view of Sahai et al. (6,594,699). 

As to claims 17 and 18, Alexander as modified by Schnase, fail to explicitly teach 
where the level of detail is based, at least in part, on the capabilities of the system and 
where the selectable level of detail are suitable for interchangeable with other such 
systems. 

However, Sahai teaches selecting video, audio and image for a system base on 
the system capabilities or preferences/specifications and where the selection is suitable 
for interchangeable with other such systems (col. 2, lines 46-64 and col. 4, lines 9-63). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to incorporate the teaching of Sahai into the system to Alexander as 
modified by Schnase to customize multimedia based on the system capabilities or 
preferences/specifications and interchanging with other systems and perform intelligent 
data transfer based on the capabilities and preferences and also provide services to 
other user devices or systems. 
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Response to Arguments 

9. Applicants arguments with respect to claims 2-23, 28-38, 41-44 and 46-48 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. The 
amendment to independent claim 2 necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection 
discussed above. 

With respect to independent claims 6, 1 1, 16, 24, 34 and their dependent claims, 
applicant argues that the various 103(a) rejections, i.e., Claims 6-10 and 42 rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Alexander et al (6,177,931) in view 
of Del Sesto et al. (6,530,082), Claims 11-16, 19-23, 34-38, 43-44 and 48 rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Alexander et al. (6,177,931) in 
view of Schnase et al (6,078,928), etc., discussed above in the office action, is not 
proper and furthermore directs arguments to the various individual prior arts of records. 

In response Examiner disagrees. Examiner notes applicant arguments, however, 
the test for obviousness is not whether the features of a secondary reference may be 
bodily incorporated into the structure of the primary, nor is it that the claimed invention 
must be expressly suggested in any one or all the references, but rather the combined 
teachings of the references that would have suggested to those of ordinary skill in the 
art. In all the various 103(a) rejections, all the references are in the same field of 
endeavor, for example in the case Alexander in view of Juels, Alexander teaches 
collecting user profiles or preferences to customized or target multimedia services to 
users based on profiles or preferences. Juels teaches a target delivery of informational 
content with privacy protection and as such combining the teaching of Juels with 
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Alexander would be within the knowledge of one skill in the art. Hence, Examiner 
maintains the rejection is proper and maintained, as discussed above. This office action 
is non-final. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Ozer et al (6,704,929) disclose tracking viewing behavior of home entertainment 
system. 

Seidman et al (6,298,482) disclose system for two-way digital multimedia 
broadcast and interactive services. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Annan Q. Shang whose telephone number is 571- 

272- 7355. The examiner can normally be reached on 700am-400pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher S. Kelley can be reached on 571-272-7331. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from 
a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Annan Q. Shang 



